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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 09/22/2008. 
Claims 1-24 are pending in this application. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 and 13-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Messinger et al. ("Messinger", U.S. Pat. No. 7,000,187) and Cunningham et al. ("Cunningham", 
U.S.Pat. No. 2007/0129953). 

Per claim 1 , Messinger teaches a user interface for providing an entry point to processing 
a business activity, the user interface including a window on a computer screen comprising: 

a first pane in the window for displaying one or more links to actions related to the 
business activity and for receiving a selection from a user of one of the one or more links (fig. 
13A; task list 43; col. 5, lines 58-653), wherein one or more respective miniviews are associated 
with the one or more respective links, wherein each miniview displays structured and 
unstructured data corresponding to the respective link's actions (figs 9 and 13 A; miniview 
display 50; structure data step 1 - step n; unstructured data: graphical over lay 410c; see, col. 7, 
lines 53-52; col. 10, lines 8-12); and 

a second pane for displaying one of the one or more miniviews associated with the 
selected link (figs. 9 and 13 A; pane 50), wherein content of the user interface and patterns with 
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respect to screen structure and semantics of the user interface are constructed based on a role of 
the user (col. 12, lines 33-41; which shows tasks displayed in task list 43 are dependent upon a 
role of the user (i.e. a high level network administrator or a low level network administrator). 
Thus, based on the users ' role, different layouts for task list (i.e. patterns) are displayed) and 
wherein the patterns of the user interface are automatically selected for the user in the role from a 
common pool of user interface patterns (col. 12, line 35-41 ; a layout of only a subset of task is 
displayed for a low level network administrator). Messinger does not specifically teach the user 
interface patterns are selected from common pool of user interface pattern based on a particular 
business activity. However, Cunningham teaches user interface patterns are selected from 
common pool of user interface pattern based on a particular business activity ([0024], selecting 
of certain data from a pool of data based on a particular business activity). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
teaching of Cunningham in the invention of Messinger in order to provide a system and methods 
for managing information strategies of an organization. 

Per claim 2, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 1, wherein the 
content of at least one of the one or more miniviews is reporting information (col. 5, lines 58-65; 
col. 10, lines 13-22 and lines 60-67; each step reports a particular action for the user to perform 
an action to accomplish a task). 

Per claim 3, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 2, wherein the 
reporting information is displayed dynamically in the miniviews (Messinger, col. 10, lines 13-33; 
each step is dynamically displayed in display area 50). 
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Per claim 4, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 2, wherein the 
reporting information may be displayed in one of a pie chart, bar chart, and table (Messinger, 
figs. 9 and 13A; graphical overlay table 401c with text description, see col. 10, lines 23-33,). 

Per claim 5, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 1, wherein the 
content of at least one of the one or more miniviews is a link to an associated activity 
(Messinger, figs 9 and 13A; col. 10, lines 13-15, and lines 60-65; miniview 50 is linked to a 
particular step of a task). 

Per claim 6, the modified Messinger teaches interface of claim 5, wherein the miniviews 
with the link to an associated activity is also for receiving a user selection of the link to the 
associated activity (Messinger, figs 9 and 13A; col. 10, lines 13-15, and lines 60-65; miniview 50 
is linked to a particular step of a task). 

Per claim 7, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 6, wherein the 
user interface initiates the associated activity upon receipt of the user selection of the link to the 
associated activity (Messinger, figs 9 and 13 A; col. 10, lines 13-15, and lines 60-65; miniview 50 
is linked to a particular step of a task). 

Per claim 8, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 1, wherein the 
second pane comprises two or more miniviews (Messinger, figs. 9 and 13 A; second pane 50). 

Per claim 9, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 8, wherein a first 
of the two or more miniviews displays reporting information and a second of the two or more 
miniviews displays one or more links to associated activities (Messinger, figs. 9 and 13 A; col. 
10, lines 13-20 and 58-67). 
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Per claim 10, the modified Messinger teaches the user interface of claim 1, further 
comprising a third pane for displaying links to unstructured data (Messinger, col. 10, lines 23-33; 
third pane 410c). 

Claims 13-22 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1-10 respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11-12, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Messinger, Cunningham, and Slivka et al. ("Slivka", U.S. Pat. No. 6,061,695). 

Per claims 1 1 and 12, the modified Messinger the user interface of claim 1 with a file 
menu (fig. 13c; file 24), but does not teach a third pane for displaying links to one or more 
folders, and a search request from the user. However, Slivka teaches a third pane for displaying 
links to one or more folders, and a search request from the user (figs. 2, 5, 7; col. 15, lines 25-47; 
"File Open" dialog provide user with folder view and the user can search for files). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
the teaching of Slivka in the invention of the modified Messinger in order to provide the user 
with a menu option to access folder view and search for files. 

Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1 1 and 12 respectively. 

Response to Arguments 
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With regard to claim 1 and 13, the applicant argues that Cunningham does not teach the 
claimed limitation of "the patterns of the user interface are automatically selected for the user in 
the role from a common pool of user interface patterns based on the particular business activity." 
The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

In this case, Messinger teaches the patterns of the user interface are automatically 
selected for the user in the role from a common pool of user interface patterns (col. 12, line 35- 
41; a layout of only a subset of task is automatically displayed (i.e. selected) for a low level 
network administrator). In addition, Cunningham teaches user interface patterns are selected 
from common pool of user interface pattern based on a particular business activity ([0024], 
selecting of certain data from a pool of data based on a particular business activity). 
Accordingly, the combination of Messinger and Cunninham teach the claimed limitation. 
Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THANH T. VU whose telephone number is (571)272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L. Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Thanh T. Vu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



